June 21, 2017

I will remind Republicans, both in
the House and in the Senate, and the
Republican President in the White
House, that their party’s control of our
government is complete, and they will
be held responsible for whatever hap-
pens to our healthcare system on their
watch.

CBO tells us that 23 to 24 million peo-
ple, as a result of the House bill, would
lose their insurance; the preexisting
conditions would be put at risk; and
over $800 billion would be cut from
Medicare and Medicaid.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of us to listen
to Americans, to hear how beneficial
the Affordable Care Act has been. I
hope they will listen to Ola. I hope
they will listen to Megan and all those
who are concerned for the future and
not huddle in a secret backroom mak-
ing decisions that will negatively im-
pact millions and millions and millions
of our fellow citizens.

Do the right thing. Do it for Ola. Do
it for Megan. Do it for all of our citi-
zZens.

———

UNAUTHORIZED SPYING ON AMER-
ICANS AND 702 REAUTHORIZA-
TION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, once
again, Americans’ privacy is under at-
tack, this time by the spying eyes of
our own U.S. Government. And people
across the U.S. are wondering what is
this section 702 issue.

Well, Mr. Speaker, section 702 is a
provision of the Foreign Intelligence
Surveillance Act. We call it FISA. It
permits government to monitor the
communications of suspected foreign
agents, including terrorists, and to find
out, in that communication, if that
foreign agent wants to hurt us.

However, sometimes these individ-
uals under surveillance communicate
with American citizens, and this sur-
veillance allows the conversations of
ordinary citizens to be recorded, and
that includes text messages, emails,
and the conversation itself.

But what many Americans don’t re-
alize is these secret communications
are not destroyed by the intelligence
agencies. They are kept and kept for-
ever. In fact, the government stores
this data, and often goes back into that
data and searches it, without a war-
rant, in violation of the Fourth
Amendment of the Constitution, for in-
formation on American citizens.

What we do with the foreign agents,
hey, it is okay. But government then
takes that information they have
seized on Americans and then goes
back and looks through it without a
real warrant. That includes the IRS,
the FBI. And they get the NSA to give
those conversations on Americans, un-
related to the conversation with the
terrorist, and they use that informa-
tion to maybe prosecute them for some
unrelated offense years later. Usually,
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this subsequent search is for reasons
wholly unrelated to the original collec-
tion.

Essentially, the government uses this
procedure to spy on Americans who
may have done no wrong, and the
search is not based on probable cause,
not based on a real warrant from a real
judge.

The National Security Agency is de-
signed to keep a close watch on terror-
ists and foreign agents, not Americans.
NSA surveillance is supposed to keep
us safe from those foreign agents who
wish to do us harm.

But before the Federal Government
decides to invade the privacy of Ameri-
cans, they should obtain a real war-
rant. Under current law, FISA courts,
those are secret courts that operate in
secret and issue secret warrants—I
have got a whole issue problem with se-
cret courts in this country anyway,
based upon the history of the Star
Chamber in England.

However, those secret courts allow
government to search and collect that
data, and the FISA courts almost al-
ways grant the requested warrant on
the foreign agent.

Our Founders feared that a govern-
ment powerful enough to commit un-
reasonable searches and seizures on
Americans should be closely watched.
That is why they crafted the Fourth
Amendment, to protect our right to
privacy. As a former judge, I heard
issues on the Fourth Amendment every
day. And let me read it again, espe-
cially for those folks in NSA.

“The right of the people to be secure
in their persons, houses, papers, ef-
fects’’—that would be conversations—
‘“‘against unreasonable searches and
seizures, shall not be violated; and no
warrants shall issue, but upon probable
cause, supported by oath or affirma-
tion, and particularly describing the
place to be searched, and the persons or
things to be seized.”

That applies to the NSA. If they can
get a warrant from a real judge based
on probable cause to search that data
on Americans, go for it. But they can’t.
They just seize the information and pe-
ruse it later and get information on
Americans and then prosecute them.

This kind of reverse targeting on
Americans is not what Congress in-
tended under 702 of the FISA author-
ization bill. Technology may change,
but our Constitution never changes,
and spying on Americans just has to
stop.

Americans should not be forced to
sacrifice liberty and constitutional
rights for security, especially for over-
reaching Federal bureaucrats.

Regardless of the result surrounding
the alleged incidental capture of cam-
paign officials’ conversations, the
American public must realize the im-
plications of this little provision called
702. Reverse targeting of Americans
without a search warrant based on the
Fourth Amendment has got to stop.
Can’t do it.

But right now Congress has the abil-
ity to reform overreaching law as part
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of the larger FISA reauthorization
process that will take place this year.

Opponents of 702, the concept that
you can’t spy on Americans, are wish-
ing for what they call a pure reauthor-
ization of FISA, without any new safe-
guards. They argue that these mass in-
vasions of privacy will make us safer.

Those who preach we must sacrifice
the Constitution on the altar of false
security are wrong. We must never ab-
dicate our rights because the national
spy agency, NSA, demands it.

In fact, even a FISA court judge
found that NSA analysts had been col-
lecting searches that violate the proce-
dures under FISA ‘“‘with much greater
frequency than had previously been
disclosed to the court”. The FISA
court called this a very serious Fourth
Amendment issue.

Well, no kidding. It is a violation of
current law, but the NSA violates cur-
rent law and spies on Americans.

After these findings were released
and NSA was caught, the NSA pledged
to stop the warrantless surveillance of
Americans. But, Mr. Speaker, their
promise is useless.

FISA and 702 must be fixed by insert-
ing the specific language that prohibits
reverse targeting on Americans with-
out a valid search warrant. If govern-
ment wants information on Americans,
get a warrant.

Without clear and specific language,
our intelligence agencies will continue
these unconstitutional searches, even
if they promise to end their procedure.

But we can’t trust the NSA not to
spy on Americans, so Congress needs to
have an open debate on the spying of
Americans and not reauthorize the
FISA procedure unless we make sure
that the American right of privacy is
protected. Congressional action must
be taken on this issue.

It is time to end spying on Ameri-
cans. If you want to spy on an Amer-
ican, get a real warrant from the
Fourth Amendment. Continue that sur-
veillance of foreign nationals. That is a
different issue. But you can’t do both.
You must protect the American right
of privacy.

Congress has that obligation because
that is our job to enforce the Fourth
Amendment right of privacy.

And that is just the way it is.

———

CONTINUE PRAYING FOR THE VIC-
TIMS OF THE SHOOTING IN AL-
EXANDRIA, VIRGINIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, before I start, I just want to
ask America to continue praying for
our good friend, STEVE SCALISE, who
was injured last week in the horrific
targeting of Republican members of
the congressional baseball team over in
Alexandria. I had been there moments
before the shooting started.

I want to ask America to continue
praying for those in law enforcement
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